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The canon law itself was in fact retained, subject no
doubt to slight alterations and differences of inter-
pretation. So also it is not stated that they rejected
any of the Dialogues, or even the great rearrange-
ments of Buddhist doctrine in the Anguttara and
Samyutta Nikayas.

It is scarcely credible that, had they done so, it
would not have been thrown in their teeth by the
orthodox chroniclers and commentators ; and it is
expressly implied that they accepted, and continued
to use, all the books of religious and philosophical
poetry. Even as late as the time of Asoka we find
that Tissa, the son of Moggali, the author of the
Katha Vatthu, in his arguments against those who
differed from the orthodox school, appeals through-
out to the Pitaka texts, and takes it for granted that
his opponents will acknowledge them as decisive.
But no doubt the leaders of the various schools did,
from time to time, compile works now lost, but of
which we may some day be able to gather some
fragments from Sanskrit, Tibetan, and Chinese
manuscripts still extant, though not translated.

As to the actual points at issue, the best authority
is, of course, the Katha Vatthu itself. The author
states the various theses put forward by his oppo-
nents, but does not specify who they are, nor to
what school they belong. This information is